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successful must  depend on a knowledgile of the 
infecting organism. 
Last ly ,  there is the question of t reatment.  It  
should be c lear ly understood that the t reatment  of 
ophthalmia is beyond the capacity of an untrained 
person, and demands more t ime than many pr ivate 
pract i t ioners can afford to give. Promptitude i,a 
attacking the disease otz right lines is the essence of success. 
Vqhat may appear to be a trivial and simple redness 
of the eye may develop in the course of a few 
hours into a hopeless attack of ophthalmia ending 
in total bl indness.  
Ar rangements  hould be made for an infant to 
be seen at the hospitals at any time, and for the 
infant and mother to be admit ted as in-pat ients 
when necessary,  but there does not appear to be 
any need to require the Metropol i tan Asy lums 
Board to make provision for the disease. The 
number of cases which may be expected to require 
admission is so small that the general  hospitals 
should be able to meet the needs of the case. In 
the milder at tacks at tendance at the out-patients'  
department  could be supplemented by visits of 
nurses from one or other of the nursing associations 
of the borough. 
A word or two may be added as to the probable 
cost of notif ication. I t  has already been est i /nated 
that the number of genuine cases (of all degrees of 
severity) in Paddington would not exceed fifteen 
a year. Suppos ing the suspected cases to be 
three t imes as numerous, there would be sixty 
cases of all sorts to be dealt with during the year. 
If medical  pract i t ioners and certif ied midwives 
were paid fees on a scale somewhat l ike that  
provided for by the Local  Government  Board  
Order regulat ing the notif ication of pu lmonary 
tuberculosis,  the cost of notif ication would not 
exceed ~IO per annum. The bacteriologicM work 
may be put at the same figure. I f  home nursing 
were provided at the expense of the ratepayers  
an average of 3os. per case would be a fair 
est imate, judging by the experience in Stafford- 
shire. I f  nurs ing were required for a fifth of the 
(assumed) total cases (sixty), the cost would be 
~/'I8 per annum. The total cost of the scheme may 
therefore be put at £38- -o r  to allow for con- 
t ingencies, £5 ° per annum--a  sum but l itt le 
more than sufficient to maintain and educate a 
bl ind child dur ing one year. 
SWANSEA SLAUGHTER-HOUSg.--It is SO constant ly 
asserted by the opponents of publ ic s laughter.  
houses that the latter can only be carried on with 
the assistance of the rates that it is of interest to 
learn from the annual report of the Swansea public 
auditors that the net profit on the s laughter-house 
in that borough for the year ending March 3ist ,  
19io , after providing one year 's  interest on stock 
and sinking fund, amounted to ~'564, an increase 
of ~317 upon the profits of the previous year. 
MARKING OF  MILK  RECEPTACLES 
AND VEHICLES.  
Bv CHARLES PORTER, M.D., B.Sc.; 
Medical Officer of Health, Metropolitan Borough of 
St. Marylebone. 
I N prosecutions under Section 9 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1899, the leading case 
always referred to since the decision was given in 
19Ol has been Crabtree v. Skelton (7 ° L. J . ,  K.B., 
56o), and doubtless many cases have been lost 
thereon and many more abandoned on the ground 
that having regard to that decision it would be 
useless to proceed. Under  these c ircumstances a 
descript ion of a case taken almost in despite of 
that decision, and result ing in a verdict for the 
prosecution, may not be without interest to persons 
concerned with the administrat ion of the Acts 
relat ing to the sale of food and drugs. 
In the case of Crabtree v. Skelton the facts 
before the Judges - -Lord  Alverstone and Justice 
Lawrance- -were  that a servant of the defendant 
Skelton on the occasion to which the summons 
related sold a pint of milk from a three-gal lon 
hand milk-can, and having completed the sale 
proceeded to a cart, standing about twenty yards 
off, in which the can was carr ied along with other 
similar receptacles. Skelton's name and address 
were on the cart but not on the can, and he was 
summoned for fail ing to have the can properly 
marked.  The Justices who heard the case decided 
that the summons must be dismissed on the ground 
that, inasmuch as the name and address were on 
the cart, there had been sufficient compl iance with 
the section. The Judges mentioned, hearing an 
appeal from this decision, held that Section 9 
required that a person sell ing milk must, if he sold 
it from a cart, have his name and address on the 
cart, or upon the can if he sold from a can ; that 
the name and address upon the cart in this case 
was not sufficient unless the sale was from the 
cart ;  and that the case must go back to the 
Just ices for them to decide whether the milk was 
in fact sold from the cart  or from the can, and 
then decide the case. 
In the case to which this note refers the pro- 
secutor, through an agent, purchased one penny- 
worth of milk from the defendant 's  ervant, and 
was served from a can which the seller was 
carrying in his hand, the cart being distant some 
three yards. The cart contained a sixteen-gal lon 
churn, and it was stated by the  prosecutor and 
admit ted by the defendant that neither bore 
any name and address. There  was a conflict of 
evidence as to whether or not the hand-can was 
marked.  The defendant produced at the hear ing 
a hand-can al leged to have been that from which 
the milk was taken at the time of sale, some weeks 
before, and showed that on the lid there was the 
name of the person from whom she had purchased 
the business some six months previously, and on 
the front her own name and address.  The latter  
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it was asserted, had been placed there five or six 
weeks previous to the day of sale. The prosecutor 
denied that the name and address were on the can 
trom which he was supplied, and pointed out that 
in any case the defendant was summoned for 
selling milk from an unmarked vehicle. 
With regard to this matter the learned Magis- 
trate decided that the question of when the name 
and address were stamped upon the front of the can 
was of little importance, since he must find that 
there was failure to comply with Sect. 9 of the Act, 
inasmuch as the marking was not " conspicuous." 
With regard to this section he stated that he 
considered it perfectly clear that the provisions 
applied to two separate and distinct classes of 
vendors, viz.: (a) a person who sells milk or cream 
from a vehicle, and (b) one who sells from a can or 
other receptacle. Under (a) he classed those who 
wander from their headquarters carrying their 
milk in a cart or barrow, but for convenience dis- 
tributing it from cans. The mere interposition of 
the cans for dispensing purposes did not, he 
considered, make the sale in these cases any the 
less one from the vehicle. The second class (b) 
were the successors of the old milkmen and 
women who served a "walk," carrying their milk 
in hand-cans only. In (a) the sale is always from 
the vehicle, in (b) always from the can. 
Applying the test to the present case, the sale 
was clearly from the vehicle, and as this was 
unmarked he imposed a penalty. 
The question of the marking of cans and 
vehicles the Magistrate regarded as one of import- 
ance, because of a decision recently given by 
himself and supported by the High Court 
(Emerton v. Hall, Knight's L.G. Reports, August, 
19m , p. 69 o) to the effect that a milk purveyor 
being registered at his headquarters is not required 
to register in every district into which he may 
wander to sell milk. 
The chief ground for this decision was that if 
Section 9 of the 1899 Act were properly enforced 
there would be adequate means of supervision of 
milk vendors apart from registration. As a pre- 
liminary to this, however, there must be a clear 
understanding as to the proper ma~king of vehicles 
and vessels. 
In the course of the argument the case of 
Crabtree v. Skelton was quoted. On this the 
Magistrate came to the conclusion that it affected 
these cases very little, since what the H igh Co urt had 
really decided was that the case must go back to 
the Justices for them to find whether the sale was 
from a vehicle or a can and to decide accordingly. 
As this is not apparently the view of many of 
those who have prepared notes of cases for 
insertion in text-books on the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Acts, upon which others besides adminis- 
trators depend for their information as to decided 
cases, it seems worth while mentioning it. 
'i PROCEEDINGS OF THE SOCIETY  OF 
! MEDICAL  OFF ICERS OF HEALTH.  
FOUNDED 1856. RECONSTRUCTED I888. 
INCORPORATED 1892. 
GENERAL MEETING. 
A N ORDINARY MEET ING of the Society of Medical Officers of Health was held at the 
offices of the Society, No. z, Upper Montague 
Street, Russell Square, London, "W.C., on Friday, 
December 9th, I9~O, at 5 p.m. Present: Drs. 
A. M. Fraser, J. F. J. Sykes, Reginald Dudfield, 
P. Caldwell Smith, P. \V. Spaull, G. F. Mc- 
Cleary, A. Bygott, A. J. Laird, \Vm. Butler, 
G. C. Taylor, E. H. Snell, E. H. T. Nash, 
\¥. A. Bond, H. M. Richards, Sidney Davies, 
J. \v.  Hembrough, R. A. Lyster, ]. E. Sandilands, 
Herbert Jones, J. M. Clements, ~V. H. Symons, 
D. L. Thomas, C. Rolleston, R. H. Wilshaw, 
and Dr. W. Camac Wilkinson, ,Asitor. In the 
absence of the President he chair was taken by 
Dr. j. F. j. Sykes, Vice-President. 
The Minutes of the previous Ordinary Meeting 
held on November i lth, published in PUBLIC 
HEALTH for December (pp. 118 and 119), were 
taken as read, were approved, and were duly 
signed by the Chairman. 
ELECTIONs.--The following candidates who had 
been duly nominated were balloted for and were 
declared by the Chairman to be duly elected :- -  
HON. FELLOW. 
George Wilson, M.A., LL.D., M.D., C.M., D.P.H., 
F.R.S.E., Beechwood, St. MichaePs Road, Bournemouth. 
(Nominated by the Council.) 
FELLOWS. 
Martin Ashley, M.B. Lond., D.P.H., Green Lane, 
Hucelecote, Gloucester; Hubert Stanley Chate, Burnside, 
Cole Park Road, Twickenham ; Margaret Gardner Forrest, 
M.B., Ch B., Health Office, King's Norton ; Francis 
Edmond Larkins, M.D., D.P.H., 4 6 , Russell Terrace, 
Leamington ; Robert Marshall, M.D., Pendennis Pro- 
menade, Douglas, I.O.M. ; Thomas Henry Peyton, M.D., 
B.Ch., D.P.H. (Dub. Univ.), Oaklea, Tonbridge Road, 
Maidstone. 
ASSOCIATE. 
Robert Haldane Cook, M.D., C.M. (Aber.), Brigadier 
House, Enfield. 
NO.mNATIONs.--The Hon. Secretary ead a list 
of nominations to membership of the Society. 
Dr. William Robertson, of Leith, opened a 
discussion upon "The  Control of Tuberculosis by 
Municipalities,"* in which the following took 
part:- -Drs.  Sidney Davies, J. E. Sandilands, 
Reginald Dudfield, E. H. T. Nash, Win. Butler, 
A. Bygott, W. Camac Wilkinson, "vV. H. Symons, 
and A. Mearns Fraser. The pro.ceedings ter- 
minated with a vote of thanks to Dr. Robertson 
for having opened the discussion. 
Eastern  Branch.--Minutes of Meeting held at 
Cambridge Guildhall on November 25th , 191o. 
Present : - -Dr.  A. M. N. Pringle (President of 
* To be published in the February Number. 
